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109 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH
CRM-M-17218-2024
Date of Decision: 09.04.2024
Sunil Kumar ... Petitioner

Vs.
State of Haryana and others ...Respondent

Coram: Hon’ble Mr. Justice N.S.Shekhawat
Present :  Mr. Rajesh Sharma, Advocate for
Mr. Sanjeev Kadian, Advocate
for the petitioner.
Mr. Rajinder Kumar Banku, Deputy Advocate General, Haryana.

SRRk

N.S.Shekhawat J. (Oral)

1. The petitioner has filed the present petition under Section 482
Cr.P.C. with a prayer to direct the official respondents No.2 to 5, not to involve
the petitioner in some unsolved criminal cases.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner contends that the petitioner has
been falsely involved in two criminal cases i.e. FIR No.61 dated 04.02.2022,
under Sections 457, 380 of IPC registered at Police Station Tosham, District
Bhiwani and FIR No.225 dated 28.04.2022 under Section 379 of IPC,
registered at Police Station Tosham, District Bhiwani and he is having
apprehension that he might be falsely implicated in some other criminal cases.
3. On advance notice, Mr. Rajinder Kumar Banku, Deputy Advocate
General, Haryana has appeared on behalf of the respondent-State and submits
that at this stage, the involvement of the petitioner has been found in both the

above-mentioned cases and he was ordered to be arrested. However, the
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petitioner has already been granted the concession of bail by the Competent
Courts in both the cases. Learned State counsel further submits that the
petitioner has not mentioned any reason as to why the police wants to involve
him in false criminal cases and even otherwise, the apprehension expressed by
the petitioner is unfounded.

4. I have heard learned counsel for the parties and perused the record.
5. At this stage, there is nothing on record to suggest that the
petitioner was falsely implicated in above-mentioned two cases nor the
petitioner has been able to satisfy the Court with regard to his apprehension, as

mentioned in the instant petition.

6. Thus, finding no merits, the present petition is ordered to be
dismissed.
(N.S.SHEKHAWAT)
09.04.2024. JUDGE
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